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Foreign Affairs Committee Considers Amendment to Linthicum Resolution _ ) 

~ Mrs. Stephen H. Pell of New York and Fort Ticonderoga on May 13 conducted the hearing before the Foreign | 
Affairs Committee of the House of Representatives on the Equality Amendment to the Linthicum Resolution. : 
Left to right: Hon. J. Charles Linthicum of Maryland, chairman of the committee; Mrs. Pell and Hon. Hamilton <a ; : 

: Fish, jr., of New York, who introduced the Equality Amendment sponsored by the National Woman's | . 
ie Extracts from the minutes of the hearing will appear in next week's issue. i 
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OBJECT OF THE WOMAN'S PARTY 


The object of this organization shall be 
to secure for women complete equality 
= with men under the law and in all human 
relationships. 


THE LUCRETIA MOTT AMENDMENT 

: “Men and women shall have Equal Rights — 

threughout the United States and every 
place subject to its jurisdiction.” 


“Congress shall have power to enforce 
ihis article by appropriate legislation.” 


fSenate Joint Resolution Number 52) 
i House Joint Resolution Number 65} 


Introduced in the Senate June 4, 1929, 
by SENATOR P, North Dakota. 
Introduced in the House January 11, 1932, 


by RwPRESENTATIVE Lovis LuDLow, 
Indiana. 


National Woman’s Party 
wont for ‘the World Court 


Managing Editor 


“Women and the World Court 


FTER the Civil War when women who had sacrificed nobly during the. 
pict and had worked unceasingly for the freeing of the slaves asked 


fer the vote, they were told, “This is the negro’s hour. After the negro, 
Va. women. ” And the negro, uneducated and utterly untrained in govern. 
vas enfranchitieg while women were obliged to wait fifty years 
After ‘ie World Court, the women.” 


Just as in 1870, -»ere are women tod«y. who say they are willing to sacri- 


fice-their rights soat our country, can. mter the World Court at once. They 


have haan ‘so dy” by the mental and political slavery of past generations 


that they feel” st Jes eoble of them to wait fifty or one hundred, years more for. 


citizenship rights which should have been theirs wher this Republic was 
founded. Such womell 28 s these have repeatedly blocked the march of progress 
and have felt virtuous in self-sacrifice, which they assured themselves was for 
the welfare of mankind. When Will-they exviatige futiie self-sacrifice for self. 
respect and claim the inherent rights of human beings? 

There are, however, many women who see thé light. They will not be na 
off so easily as were the women in 1870. Then Elizabeth Cady Stanton and 
Susan B. Anthony were almost alone in their demand that the negro must 
not. be enfranchised b 
simultaneously. Today hundreds of women are standing together and are as 
citizens demanding that;any agreements entered into by their. country shall 
not discriminate against them on account a sex. The — has given them 
a power waien will be felt. 


Matter of and Butter 


HEN an adversary finds his only refuge in falsehood, it is clear that 
he is ashamed of his conduct and is attempting to escape the conse- 
quences. Such is the présent plight of the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 


road. Ina letter dated May 9, Mr. Daniel Willard, president of the Baltimore 


and Ohio Railroad, writes: “First of all, the information which has — 
reached you is wholly without foundation.” 

We know what the information was, and we ane that it was wholly 
accurate. Briefly, the information was that the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 


was dismissing women because they were married. We have the names and 


addresses of the women who were dismissed, and the sole reason given by the 


management for their dismissal was that they had husbands who could support 


them. The seniority rights of these women were violated as the rights of no 


other employes of the Baltimore and Ohio have been violated, simply on the 


grounds that the women were married. | 


Marie K. Brown, of the Travel Service Department of the Sittimors and 


Ohio Railroad, in Chicago, Illinois, goes Mr. Willard one step further, and 


_writes: “No official order for the perIonEh of married women has been received 


by our lotal officials,” 
Since an official order for the furlough of married women hei already is 


executed in the Baltimore office by the local — it is clear that this state- 
ment does not accord with the truth. 


The Baltimore and Ohio Railroad traverses much the same route as the 
Pennsylvania Railroad, and on investigation it appears that the Pennsylvania 


Railroad does not discriminate against women on account of marriage. As 
proof we present the following letter: — 


“THe PENNSYLVANIA RAILROAD 
ee “Washington, D. C., May 6, 19382. 
“Miss Muna Lee, | i 
“Washington, D. C.: 

“Dear Miss Lee—Referring to recent conversation with Mr. C. J. Catanash, 
passenger representative, this office, please be advised that to the best of our 
knowledge it is not contemplated to furtong®” or discharge married women 
from the service of our company. 

“Our officials are much interested in the weithre of the employes of our 
company and are making every effort to avoid reduction in personnel. 

“Yours truly, . 
“ALAN B. SMITH, | 
“General Passenger Agent.” 


When choosing between two railroads which cover much the same territory, 
it is obviously more intelligent for women to prefer to use the one which does 


not discriminate against them. It is as plain as knowing on which side your 
bread is buttered. 


Equal Rights 


re women, but that they should be given the ballot. 
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ments the International Wom- 

| en’s News, Jus Suffragii, else- 
where in this issue, reporting the Na- 
tional Woman’s Party’s campaign to en- 
sure that the United States adhere to the 


a | HIS is sound feminism!” com- 


World Court, if it adhere, only with the 


following reservation: “Providing that 
the code of law to be administered by 
the World Court shall not contain in- 
equalities based on sex.” — 

“Tf it were possible for the women of 


the States to speak with one voice,” con- _ 
tinnes the overseas commentator, “they 


could perhaps make this such a declara- 
tion of justice for women on the part of 
a great country that it could not fail to 
be an epoch ‘making: step in the fight for 
equality.” 

This declaration of justice was given 
forcible and emphatic expression at a 


hearing before the Foreign Relations Com- — 


mittee of the United States Senate on 
Saturday, May 7, Laura Berrien spoke on 
behalf of the Woman’s Party’s reserva- 
tion, Burnita Shelton Matthews appear- 
ing with her as counsel. Senator Borah, 
as chairman, presided over the hearing. 
The other members present were Senators 
Johnson, Moses, Capper, Reed of Penn- 
sylvania, Walsh of Montana, George, 
King, and Connally. 


The hearing had been granted in execu- 


tive session only—which means that the 
public was not to be admitted—but Mrs. 
Matthews informed the committee that 
a number of women were waiting in the 
anteroom in the hope that the hearing 
might be made public, The committee 
then went into executive session, con- 
sidered Mrs. Matthews’ request, and de- 


cided to open the doors. Women poured 


in, quickly filling the room. 

We reproduce a part, the vital part, 
of subsequent proceedings verbatim from 
the official minutes of the hearing: 

Mrs. Matthews. Gentlemen, the one 
speaker that we have been allowed is 
Miss Laura Berrien. Miss Berrien is 
Chairman of the International Relations 
Committee of the National Association of 
Women Lawyers. She is also a life mem- 
ber of the American Society of Inter- 
hational Law, a member of the bar of the 
United States Supreme Court, a member 
of the bar of the courts of Georgia and 
the District of Columbia, and member of 
the National Council of the N ational 
Woman’s Party. 

Miss Berrien. Mr. Chairman, and mem- 
bers of the committee: May I ask your 
indulgence? I had not expected to be the 
one to present this matter until a very 


thort while ago. I have, therefore, made — 


‘ome notes, and I would like to refer to 
them, 


I have only one purpose, and that is 


(0make our position clear. I will be glad 


if any of you will a as me at any 
time to ask questions 8@jthat you may 
thoroughly understand position. 

We feel that we have bee AAoreed to 


ask for the ‘equality reservatbn’ a3 a con- 
dition, in eése of United States: 
to the Word Court. The “principle of 


human right “ag they apply to women 


involved. © 
Now, the qudetion will arise, 


in the minds of some at once: Why are 


you asking for this reservation at this 
time? And that is my whole story, why 


“we have been forced to take the step that 


we are taking now. 


We had not believed sisted very lately 


that if the United States joined the World 
Court a Status of women would be 
that the A cramer convention which was 


adopted at The Hague in 1930, and which 


has been hailed by the Yeague of Nations 
as the beginning of a code of international 
law to be administered by that Court— 
we had believed that that convention 
would not be forced upon the women of 
the world by the League of Nations, 

I am not going to waste your time in 
talking of the long struggle women have 


- made for equal opportunity in all phases 


of life. Most of you in some way have 
shown yourselves sympathetic to that 
movement and in one way or another have 
done something to aid us in the move- 
ment. 

Struggling to change State laws and 


Federal laws, back in 1924, we were 


heartened when we read that the League 
of Nations proposed to codify interna- 
tional law. The League stated that it 


- was its purpose to start a code of world 


law, and that it was hoped that this law 
would be written in a progressive spirit. 
Women were led to believe that the old 
outworn customs and disabilities under 
which women labor, would be disregarded 
and a new law in a better spirit written. 

So we began to watch for the subjects 
that were going to be considered for codi- 


fication. You will recall a great number 


of subjects were under consideration, One 
by one they were discarded. Others were 


_ substituted. Finally nationality, involv- 


ing more than anything else the relation 
of women to their government, and there- 
fore one of great concern to us, was agreed 
upon. It was the only subject that bore 
vitally upon the rights of women as such, 

So in 1924, we began a study of the 
position of women in nationality, which 
study embraced all the countries of the 
world. A committee was formed, and I 
have brought here today in these volumes 
the results of the work of that committee. 

We have obtained the nationality laws 
of all the countries of the world. We 
have the laws in the originals, We have 
had them most carefully translated. We 


use we hoped and believed | 


hi ‘gone to the trouble and expense of 


having our interpretations verified by the — 


representatives of the respective govern- 
ments here and by the home governments. 


‘We have drawn up tables showing what 


the laws of the world on this subject, 
reveal concerning women’s nationality. 
These tables cover some 83 countries. 
Some of them show the most primitive 
laws; while others reveal the most ad- 


“yaneced laws. We find that in our western 


hemisphere four countries have granted 
women complete equality with men. 

The Chairman. Which four countries 
are they? | 

Miss Berrien. Argentina, Chite Para- 
guay and Uruguay. This work was done 
by the joint efforts of the Women’s Re- 
search Foundation and the Nationality 
Committee of the Inter-American Com- 
mission of Women, the Inter- -American 
Commission of Women being an agency 
formed by the governments of the west- 


ern hemisphere and charged with the duty | 


and responsibility of investigating the 
laws of the western hemisphere and re- 
porting to the next Pan-American Con- 
ference on the subject. 

Now, American .women, as you, recall, 
were secure in their nationality until 


1907, when a law was passed that made 


a married woman lose American nation- 
ality upon marriage to a foreigner. At 


that time we were busily engaged in the ~ 


struggle for suffrage. I think it is very 
significant that the first thing women did 
after they obtained the baliot was to 
secure the amendment, in faet to secure 
practically the repeal, of the 1907 law in 


so far as it applied to women, and to 


secure the passage of the Cable Act, in 
1922, which was a great step in the direc- 
tion of equality for the women of the 
United States. The Cable Act has been 
amended twice since, and both amend- 
ments give a greater measure of equality 
to women. There are now before Congress 
other bills to perfect that law; and there 
have been expressions from the House 


of Representatives and from the Senate 


which lead us to believe that soon we will 
be one of the countries of the western 
hemisphere with a law which is equal as 
between men and women. 

We drew up a convention on nationality 
for presentation to the Conference on 
Codification of International Law and 
sent it to The Hague by our representa- 
tives. It concerned only equality between 
men and women in nationality. We did 
not go into any other phase of nation- 
ality. Remembering the historic Ameri- 


can policy on expatriation going back to 


before the War of 1812, we felt perfectly 
sure that you American men were able to 
safeguard the American traditions and 
secure a naticnality law that would take 
care of those principles which we, in com- 
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mon with you, cherish. We : 
was our duty to safeguard the” 
women, And so we sent our co.” 


to The Hague, 


Even before that, fn 1928, Dori is 


Stevens, Chairman of the Inter American _ 


Commission of Women, went to Geneva 
and secured at the League of Nations the 
passage of a resolution which asked the 


governments to appoint women delegates — 
to this conference, in view of the very 


great interest that women had in the 


question of their nationality. In response _ 
to that resolution our own government 


did appoint a woman delegate. In all 
the rest of the world there was just one 
woman delegate, making two at The 
Hague. conference, with over three hun- 
dred men. 

Senator Johnson, Who was the dele- 
gate appointed by this country, if you 
please? 

Miss Berrien. Mrs. Ruth B. Shipley, 
Head of the Passport Division of the 
Department of State. Representatives of 
the greatest organizations of women in 
the world went to The Hague conference 
and placed before the conference their 
views on nationality. Women are prac- 
tically unanimous. Ali of the great wom- 
en’s organizations of the world have en- 
dorsed equality of nationality for women, 


organizations — international, national, 


and State, too numerous to name—but 
practieatly all organized women have 
made their desires: known on this sub- 
ject; and their desires are exactiy the 


things that we have asked for, equality 


in nationality: 

These women, especially American 
women, sought to enlist the support of 
the delegates from the 48 countries rep- 
resented. They hoped the uropean 
friends of progress would join the more 
progressive North and South Americans. 


Now, the western hemisphere is far 


more advanced in the matter of women’s 
nationality than are other parts of the 
world. We found at this Hague confer- 


ence, therefore, representatives of Latin 


American countries most friendly to 
equality. There were representatives 
from other parts of the world who were 
very friendly toward the desires of wom- 
en, but the Latin American representa- 
tives were particularly so. When some of 
the Latin American delegates considered 
forming a bloc of votes against the na- 
tionality convention drawn up by the 
League of Nations, League politicians 
threatened them with loss of the various 
positions of honor and power which the 
League is able to bestow, 

Senator Walsh of Montana. You are 
of The Hague conference. Will you tell 
us just what that was? 

Miss Berrien. The Hague pe Sa ? 

Senator Walsh of Montana. Yes. 

Miss Berrien. It was a conference 
under tha auspices of the League of Na- 


‘State a 


fee the codification of international 
you ‘ill recally three subjests: mation- 


diity, territorigit waters, and 


bility of Stat 


win you 
particilar$ about the 
Whore was conference 


Sena ter Walsh of 


conferei 


“Miss Barrien. Dalegat™ “as ‘trom 43 
mostly membg of the League 
Nations. ‘The Urited tates partici 
in the conferen fs that clear” 

nowt 
When it became that agrée- 


ment would be reached on- territorial 


hey had under consideration, ax: 


. had been told by the State 
the day before, that no cof 


waters or on the responsibility of States, 


Mr. Politis, a League boss, who was chair- 
man of the sub-commission on nationality 


—he was a very able chairmau—was de- 


termined that some convention should 


come out of the conference, arid he-was 


going to brook no interference from the 
women. To prevent women from inter- 
viewing members of the. various delega- 
tions who were, you understand, willing 
to see them, the Dutch police were ordered 
to prevent American women further from 
entering the Peace Palace, where the con- 
ference was held—a palace built with 
American funds given by Andrew Carne- 
gie. Secret service men trailed American 


women throughout the remainder of that 


conference, watching their every move- 
ment, The women were not deterred; 
there was too much at stake, A world 
code was being launched aud women were 
determined ic do their utmost to see that 
it would be just to women. 

While these women were working at 
The Hague, the women in our own coun- 
try were doing all they could to shape 
events at the conference. (Chere were 
depnuitations to the President of the United 
States asking him to instruct the dele- 
gation of the United States to vote for 
nothing but equality. A group of law- 
yers, a group of business women, groups 
from States far and near, went te the 
President. I remember so weil talking it 
over with him and asking a, great many 
of you men sitting right around this table 
your position on the convention being 
negotiated at The Hague. I remember 
many of you gave out statements saying 


that the United States would never vote 


for a conyention which discriminated 
against women and that a convention dis- 
criminating against women would never 
receive your vote to consent to ratifica- 
tion in the Senate. It cheered us and 
heartened us, and heartened our col- 
leagues at The Hague. You can imagine, 
worrying as much as they were, what it 
meant to them when they received a cable 
from this side, for example, saying thai 
Senator Borah says he will not vcte for 
a convention which discriminates against 
women, and a like expresion from Senator 
Fess, Senator Walsh, Senator George— 


repeat it for you. The text of it is: 


Equal: Rights 


in fact from most of you gentlemen 


- around the table today. 


We were constantly in touch with the 


situation at The. Hague through ou 
women who kept us informed. I remem. 


ber the last day of the conference. We 
epartment 
ention on 
nationality would be signed. We were 
very anxious about it because our women 


at The Hague were cabling us the con- 


irary. They told us there would be 4 
vote and that women would be overwhelm. 
ingly defeated. We went to the President 
of the United States that last day. We 
went about nine o’clock in the morning 
I think it was around one o’clock when 
we finally saw the President. It -was the 
most anxious moment that I have ever 
known. We felt we were almost sure of 
defeat from the rest of the world, but we 
were also fearful lest our own Govern- 
ment would be trapped into this, even 
though we had been told that our dele 
gation would not stand for inequality. 


T will never forget the feeling I had when 


we were told by the President that the 
United States would not vote for the con. 
vention, and would not sign the conven. 


tion. It was then, as I say, around one 


o'clock. Making allowance for the dif. 


erence in time, it was pretty nearly time 


for the voting to begin. We sat in the 
office which we had set up across from 
the State Department from that time on. 
We called .up: the “Associated Press; we 
called up the United Press; and I want 
to say that the very first message that 
came into Washington, so far as I have 
been able to find out, was one which came 
from Doris Stevens toms, saying that the 
vote had been cast and that a convention 


based on inequality had been adopted by 


a vote of 46 to i, the United States alone 


voting against inequality. 


Senator Walsh of Montana. When you 
presented it to the conference did you 
include the provision in relation to 
married women that you desired incor 
porated? 

Miss Berrien. Yes. 

Senator Walsh of Montana. Have you 
a copy of it with you? 

Miss Berrien. I have not, but I can 
‘The 
contracting States agree that upon the 
going into effect of this treaty, there shall 
be no discrimination based on sex in their 
law and practice relating to nationality.” 

Senator Walsh of Montana. That does 
not seem to be what the official record 
states. I will read it: “Memorandum 0! 
the Joint Conference and administration 
of the International Council of Women 
and ihe International Ailiance of Women 
for Suffrage and Equal Citizenship on the 
nationality of married women held © 
March 13, 1930, addressed to the First 
Codification Conference of the League o 
Nations at The Hague. 
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“We recommend therefore: 

“That a woman, whether married or 
unmarried, should have the same right as 
a man to retain or to change her nation- 
ality; and in particular 

“(a) that the nationality of a woman 
shall not be changed by reason only of 
marriage, or a change during marriage in 
the nationality of her husband; 


“(b) that the right of a woman to re- 


tain her nationality or to change it by 
naturalization, denationalization or de- 
naturalization shall not be denied or 


abridged because she is a married woman ; pe 


“(c) that the nationality of a woman 


shall not be changed without her eonscné 


except under conditions which would 
change the nationality of 2 man without 
his consent,” 

Miss Berrien. That is not our proposed 
treaty. That is a recommendation ask- 
ing equality for married women. 

Senator Walsh of Montana. That was 
some other proposal? 

Miss Berrien. That is another one. 
Ours was introduced as a draft conven- 
tion by Mr. Cruchaga of Chile. The memo- 
randum which you have read was not 
introduced, but merely: filed. 


Senator Walsh of Montana. What was 


done with your proposal? 

Miss Berrien. It was lost, | 

Senator. Walsh of Montene. By what 
vote? 

Miss Berrien. 
‘Senator Walsh of Montana. -Can you 
leave with us a memorandum, of the 
committee’s vote for your proposal and 
those voting against it? 

Miss Berrien. It was never voted upon. 


Senator Walsh of Montana. The con- 


ference, however, did adopt some provi- 
sion in relation to the subject which ony 
incorporated in the convention. | 

Miss Berrien. It did not adopt our con- 
vention which provided for equaiiiy. 

Senator Walsh of Montana. But it did 
adopt some other provision in relation to 
the subject. | 

Miss Berrien. You mean the conference? 

Senator Walsh of Montana, Yes. 

Miss Berrien. It did. It adopted as 
a convention on nationality the League 
draft which discriminates against women. 

Senator Walsh of Montana. Can you 
tell us what countries voted for the con- 
vention and what countries have limited 


the provisions if they go into nes conven- 
tion? . 


Miss 
cannot tell you at this moment. 

Senator Walsh of Montana. Will you 
furnish that for us? 

Senator Moses. She hag already stated 
that the only eountry voting — it 
vas the United States. 

Senator Walsh of Montana. No, Hf 
wean the provision on the subject going 
into the convention. She has told us that 
vhen this provision of equality came up 


I should not say lost. 


I can get it for you. 


the representatives of the United States 
voted’ for it. 
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Plesae by what your 


Preposai” to go into the convention was 


Miss Berrien. Map, Shipley on behalf made ty 


of the United States pwhin a resolu fig Berrien. 


at the conference on will 1 iaisert 
the text of that. 

The. conference recommeni} States 
the study f the question a gether it 
would not he possible (1) ti. “Antroduce 
into their lay the principle-6f the equal- 
ity of the se 
taking partic. 
interests of tli he: dren, (2) and espe- 
cially to decide’ 4 in principle the 
nationality of the wife shall henceforth 


not be affected without her consent either — 


by the mere fact of marriage or by any 
change in the nationality of her husband. 


The Chairman. You can insert it in 


the record. 
~Miss Berrien. I have spent, rather 


“ more time on The Hague conference than 


I intended to, because it is the basis of 
all our troubles. | | 
This nationality convention was 


adopted at The Hague, as I said. The 
day following its passage at The Hague, 


the State Department gave out a state- 
ment saying that the United States had 
been unable to vote for it for two reasons, 
one of which was that the provisions 


relating to the nationality of women were 


unsatisfactory; and, as I said before, a 
number of you Senators had indicated 
your stand so strongly that it was abso- 
lutely certain that it could not pass the 
Senate. The House passed a resolution 


approving the position taken by the 
United States delegation. 


No sooner was the convention adopted 


than the women of the world repudiated 
it. Women from Asia, Australia, Europe, — 
North and South America, spent the best 


part of the two next years preventing rati- 
fications and asking reconsideration of 


the question. At the earnest solicitation 
of women upon American women’s initia- 


tive, the League of Nations created a 
Women’s Consuitative Comuiittee by reso- 
lution of the Council, to report their ad- 


vice to the League of Nations. The 


Women’s Consuliative Committee. was 
composed of able representatives from the 
eight leading women’s international 
organizations, the International Federa- 
tion of University Women; the Inter- 
American Commission of Women; the 
International Alliance of Women for Suf- 
frage and Equal Citizenship, of which the 
League of Women Voters of the United 
States is a constituent member; the Wom- 
en’s International League for Peace and 
Freedom; the International Council of 
Women; the Equal Rights International ; 
the World Union of Women for Inter- 
national Concord; the All-Asian Confer- 
ence of Women—all of the organized 
women of the world were represented 
on it. 

Senator Walsh of Montana. Will you 


matters of nationality, 
%: into consideration the 


The Inter 
Cot/ission of Women, whose chairman, 
Miss Doris Stevens, is also the United 
States member on the Commission, ini- 
tiated before the Council of the League, 
women’s demand for the creation of the 
Consultative Committee of Women. This 


Inter American Commission has a nation- 


ality committee of which Miss Alice Paul 


is chairman. In that capacity she drafted 


the equality convention on women’s na- 
tionality which was unanimously. ap- 
proved by the whole Commission meeting 
in Havana in February, 1930. The con- 
vention, therefore, represented the views 


of the women of 21 American republics, 


officially appointed by their respective 
governments to safeguard the position of 


- the women of this side of the world. This 


same equal nationality convention was 
also unanimously approved by the Gov- 
erning Board of the American Institute 


of International Law, before it was car- 
ried to The Hague conference, by the 


National Woman’s Party of the United 
States, the Six Point Group of Great 
Britain, and other organizations. 

The Inter American Commission was 


- represented on the League Women’s Con- 


sultative Committee by Miss Alice Paul 
and Miss Stevens of the United States, 
with Mme. Marta Vergara of Chile and 
Senora..Blanche.Z. de Baralt of Cuba ag 
alternates. This Consultative Committee 
met in July, 1931, and drew up their 
report. They utterly repudiated the con- 
vention which had been adopted by The 


Hague and urged the League of Nations — 


to reopen the subject of nationality and 
secure a new convention which would be 
agreeable to women. 

The League of Nations gave the com- 
mittee a room and facilities for meeting, 
but when they met and repudiated the 
convention, the entire situation seemed to 


ye changed. There was no room for women 


to meet a second time when it was found 


they were not going to rubber-stamp the | 


convention adopted by The Hague. 
The Chairman. Where was that ses- 
sion held? 


Miss Berrien. At Geneva; in the League 


of Nations Building. 

The Chairman, Under the auspices of 
the League of Nations? 

Miss Berrien. Yes. The League then 
tried to abolish the Consultative Commit- 
tee of Women which was organized to tell 
the League what women wanted; and the 
League of Nations, as you know, is press- 
ing for ratification of The Hague conven- 
tion, It takes only 10 votes to make that 
convention law. Then we are being urged 
to go into the World Court which is to 
administer this law as its code, and the 
Consultative Committee acting as adviser 
to the League for women is apparently to 
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be abolished. So, you see, werare threat: 
ened on three sides. Never believing this 
could happen, we have perhaps wall ‘too 


~ Jong, but this situation has made it 


sary for us to ask that if the united 


States is going into the World Court, the 


interest of women be protected by secing 
to it that we will not go into the Court 
if it means the adoption of a code of law 
that has been entirely repudiated by all 
of the women of the world, and, I may 
say, by the Government of the United 


States. The two Houses of Congress and 


the Executive branch of the Government 
of the United States have made their 


Me stand in the matter well known. 


It seems to me that we women are ask- 
ing a very little bit in this matter. A 


good many years ago men were faced 


with a somewhat similar problem in 


Turkey, in China, and Japan where they 


went to live and trade. They found there 
courts administering codes of law that 
were — to them, and you know 


Virginia Branch Holds Annual 


Branch of the National Woman’s 
Party was held on May 19 at the 
John Marshall Hotel, Richmond, Va. 
The officers elected for the ensuing year 
were: Mrs. Robert F. Hudson, chairman; 
Mrs. Walter J. Adams, Norfolk, first vice- 
president; Mrs. Roy K. Flannagan, second 
vice-president; Mrs. M. J. De Witt, third 
vice-president; Dr. Helen Love Bossieux, 


* HE annual meeting of the Virginia 


fourth vice-president; Mrs. Mary Morris 
Lockwood of Clarendon, fifth vice-presi- 


dent; Mrs, Frank Jobson, sixth vice-presi- 
dent; Mrs. Percy Read, secretary; Mrs. 
George Pridgin, assistant secretary; Mrs. 
Sam Moody, corresponding secretary ; 


Mrs. Eunice Gregory Dyson, treasurer ; 


Mrs. Salade Burley, assistant treasurer ; 
Mrs. Benjamin Lovenstein, legal advisor ; 
Miss Julia Jennings, legislative chairman. 
_ Miss Jennings came from Washington, 
Mrs. Adams from Norfolk and Mrs. Hat- 
ton from Covington, Virginia, and were 


- given a hearty welcome by members of 


the Richmond Branch. | 
Annual reports were submitted by the 
secretary and treasurer; and Miss Jen- 


-nings and Mrs. Adams brought news of 


current activities from headquarters at 
Washington. | | 
The dinner which followed the business 
meeting was arranged by Mrs. Eunice 
Dyson and Mrs, M. J. DeWitt with deco- 
rations of purple iris, yellow roses and 


white poppies by Mrs. Mary Danner. 


Mrs. Robert Hudson introduced the 
speakers who were Miss Margaret Luers, 
chairman of the Students’ Council of the 
National Woman’s Party, Miss Mabel 
Van Dyke, chairman of the Young Wom- 
en’s Council and Hon. M. J. Fulton, 
former State senator from Richmond, 
Virginia. Senator Fulton said: 


what they did. Our Government, and other 
governments, went to the extreme of send- 
ing troops and battleships, and setting up 


territorial courts to administer 
lawsthat wel@ in accord with the stand- 


ards the * nations had set for 
themself, ” We are asking a very little 
thing, it! “gems tome. The World Court 
may be auniirable, and may be necessary. 


It may be @-good piece pf machinery; 


but certainly you ‘gent would not 
want to see a backway taken with 
regard to the rights 6 ‘men. 


Senator Walsh of Has your 4 


organizatis in expressed any view with re- 


spect to the questions before the commit- | 


tee on adherence to the World Court? 
Miss Berrien. 
our reservation? You mean on the gen- 


eral subject of whether or not we ap- 


prove the World Court? nhs 
Senator Walsh of Montana, Yes. 
Miss Berrien. In our national organi- 


gation we take but one position. We 


By Marion T. Read 


Secretary of the Virginia Branch of the 
National Woman's Party 


“Madam Chairman, Ladies and Gentle- 
men: 


“In answer to your invitation I come 
to share with you the pleasure: of -this 
occasion and to talk to you, not on the 
history, composition and technical right 
of trial by jury, but upon its broader and 


more inclusive meaning—the inalienable, 


inherent, natural God-given right of wom- 


en to have, share and enjoy equal social, 


political and civil rights with men in this 
land which proclaims that equality of 
opportunity is the heritage of the race, 
and should be guaranteed to a free and 


independent people by the Constitution 


and laws of their country. A mere state- 


“ment of this self-evident truth is at once 


an assertion, affirmation and proof of the 


- equal right of women with men to the 


enjoyment of life, liberty, property and 
the pursuit of happiness and to the equal 
rights to share in the performance of 
civic duties and the holding and emolu- 
ments of office according to their merits 
and capabilities. 

“Upon these eternal principles, an- 
nounced in the Declaration of Independ- 
ence, rests the assumption of sovereign 
power, the assertion of the transcendent 
right of the people to rule, the foundation 
of all just governments and the formation 
of the United States to guard, protect and 
defend, for all of us through all times, 
the inprescriptable rights of man. ! 

“In the artificialities, man-made com- 
plexities and class and discriminatory 
formulas of our intricate present-day 
civilization when we have been buffeted 


You mean other ‘than 


and distress, we should not forget—nor 


natural and equal interest and right. No 


Equal Right 


“never express an opinion as an Organirn. 
tion on any of the things done except 


when rights of women are concerned. 
Senator Walsh of Montana. You do 
not express yourselves oné way or the 
other on the question of to the 
World Court. 
Miss Berrien. No, not as an organiza- 
tion. 


_ Senator Walsh. Do you personally | 
favor the World Court? | 


Miss Berrien. -I1 am opposed to the 


United States entering the World Court 
without the reservation which 


reads: 
“Provided, that the code of law to be 


administered by the World Court shal) 


not contain inequalities based on, sex.” 

Senator Walsh. You are against it un. 
less we put this reservation in? 

Miss Berrien. I am, absolutely; yes, 
Tam. I may say that the Woman’s Party 
is for the reservation, but neither for nor 
against adherence. 


by storms and driven without mariner or 
compass by adverse winds upon unknown 
and uncharted seas of depression, stress 


let those in authority forget—that God 
gave all of us this land in which to live— 
not merely to exist. No government has 
the right to ereate and bestow upen some, 
a class or set of men, exclusive privileges 
or monopoly in the enjoyment and exer- 
cise of civil rights to the exclusion of 
others equally capable from the exercise 
of those rights and the performance of 
civil duties in which they have a common 


class, sex or set has the right to mon- 
opolize, use and exploit this country by 
or through legal enactments for self 
aggrandizement or to deny to anyone of 
us by force of law equal opportunity to 
live, serve, labor and to fairly share in 


and enjoy the fruits of his or her toil in 
‘this boasted land of free peoples and of 


just governments. 


“This is a vast country, sheltered and 
guarded by two mighty oceans, and fer: 
tile and fruitful enough to feed, house 
and clothe in comfort its varied, vast and 
mighty free peoples whom God has gat 
ered together from. every clime and 
planted on this soil and whose souls art 
stirred on to a nobler destiny by all the 
traditions, history, lhoenes, inspirations, 
aspirations and virtues of the masterful 
blood of the most powerful races of.all the 
generations who have played their pat‘ 
and passed off the stage of action. Ws 
the people, should not allow it to be mo? 
opolized or destroyed by misrule, vicious 
laws, incompetent or gover? 
ments. 


“We are enriched, enobled and admot: 
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ished by all the civilizations and genera- 
tions which in the pageant of nations and 
the passing of ages have gone before. As 
their descendants and inheritors let us, 
by virtue of the eternal verities of God- 
given lives, ever continue to be the torch- 
bearers and guardians of the shekinah of 
liberty and equality of right and oppor- 
tnnity to all our people, men and women 
glike, as we swing through the ‘ever- 
changing grooves of time, facing the 


rising sun of each new day with its new 


and complex problems and plans so that 
liberty and just governments ‘may not 


perish from, the earth,’ but be preserved 


inviolate and transmitted to — who 
come after us. 

“The cornerstone of this Government 
is right—not power; equal opportunity— 
not privilege; not class ers nor 
monopoly. 

“In this country the equal right of the 
people to rule, to have, to take and hold 
office, to perform civic duties and to 
govern themselves forms the arch that 
sapports the edifice of civil liberty, and 
that preserves social order and free gov- 
ernment. The denial of this right to a 
part of our people because of their sex is 


| Han assault upon the principle of equality 
3 Mand of just government. Their equal 
y Bright with men to serve upon juries is one 
j @of their inalienable rights; to try their 
. M peers, and to be tried by their peers, is 
| 

of HE National 
[international Law Woman’s Party 


of the United 
States of America 
is carrying on a 


The Internationat 
Women’s ‘News, 
Jus Suffragit 


a, shall only adhere 


to the Internation- 
al Court of J wollte with the following 
servation: “Providing that the code of 
aw to be administered by the World 
ourt shall not contain inequalities based 
n sex.” A Senator has agreed to pre- 
tent this reservation to the Foreign Re- 
ations Committee. We do not know at 
ill how this campaign may be regarded by 
ther women’s organizations; doubtless 
0 those who: have been working for the 
ss he name of international understanding, 
‘ will seem quite wrong to try to mix 
‘eminist propaganda with a question of 


the 
ns MY Sreat and wide importance. But it 
ful lust be admitted that it is sound Fem- 


thea sm, and that if it were possible for the 
artqe en of the States to speak with one 
wef" ce, they could perhaps make this such 
(eClaration of justice for women on the 
ougm“t Of a great country that it could not 
orvf. to be an epoch-making step in the 

mecht for equality. It was the unsatisfac- 


in some countries retrograde 


campaign to ensure 
that the States 


idherence of the States to the court in 


but the means of meting out to them 
equal.and exact justice and is one of the 


strong preserving forces of just govern- 
ments.. For I declare go. you that? 


greatest. power of this government. 
not in our State and Federal capitals 
where President and ypreside 
over the affairs and destinie&, »f States 


and nation; not in our flag? Athout a 


rent or a stain; not in our staiding armies 
and proud ‘nay ~3; not in “booty of battle 
nor the spoi «* * victory’ ; ; not in the 
taxing power & ernment and the lay- 
ish and wasteful” of billions; 
not in the empty force and palsy of laws 


made to regulate and reform the appetites 


of a free peopley who for centuries have 
been capable of self control and self gov- 


ernment; not in our broad acres, traversed 


by mighty rivers and washed by seas and 
surrounded by ports where fleets and 
proud navies ride. No, not alone in these, 
but in the jury box where every day in 


every court in the land juries pass and — 
decide upon the issues affecting in a 


personal and concrete way our individual 
right to life, liberty, property and the 


pursuit of happiness and the peace and 


order of society. 

“In the language of a Declaration of 
Independence: 

“We hold these truths to be self evi- 


dent, that all men are created equal, that 


they are endowed by the creator with cer- 


Press. Comment 


nature of the provisions of The Hague 
Nationality Convention as they affect 
women, which lead the Woman’s Party 
to. make this stand. That convention is 


one of the first fruits of the attempt to 


make a world code of law. It is not fair 
to women. What is the moral? Women 


countries which are already members 


of the Court are not faced with this prob- 
lem at the moment in the form in which 
it has been put to American women by 
the Woman’s Party. If they were, even 
for Feminists, how heavily would Fem- 
inism weigh in the balance? © 


Seek to 


BURNING 
Public Opinion question in 
every State in Aus- 


tralia is the nation- 
ality of married 
women. it is inter- 
esting to note that 
this question has been before the coun- 
tries of the world for 25 years and women 
have not yet gained the same national 
rights as men. 


‘As the law now stands a British-born 
woman married to an alien is treated as 


Science Monitor, 
May 17, 1932. 


an alien, and is deprived of the protection — 


of the British Government when abroad. 


She is refused a passport, and, even if 


she has never left her own country and 


Boston, Mass., 


135 


tain inalieyapie rights . 
are life, Aiberty and the of happi- 
nes§; that to secure these rights govern- 
MEPAY are instituted among men deriving 
theiz just powers from the consent of the 
governed.’ | 

“Women. not only mother the race, but 
they both earn and make bread. They 
work, own property, pay taxes and are 


amenable to the civil and criminal laws. 


They play their part in the industrial, 
social, civil, home and moral forces and 
contribute their might to the welfare of 
the States and nation. They are just as 
intelligent and capable of jury service as 
are men. To longer deny them this right 
is discriminatory class legislation and an 


unjust denial to them of the right to equal 
_,opportunity to life, liberty and property. 


The Declaration of Independence declares 
that when such is the case that it is the 
right of the people to amend their consti- 


tutions and laws and to make them © 


equally secure with every other class en- 


_joying the benefits and bearing the bur- 


dens of our Government.” | 

At the close of the dinner a resolution 
was adopted to urge State committee men 
and women to include an Equal Rights 
plank in the national party platforms. 
_ Resolutions of sympathy and encourage- 
ment to the president of the National 
‘Woman’s Party, Mrs. O. H. P. Belmont, 
who is ill in France, were also adopted. 


cannot speak her husband’s language, she 
is still regarded as an alien. If living 


abroad and desirous of returning to 


Britain to take up a post, she may come 
under the ban forbidding aliens to obtain 


work in Britain. There, a woman mar-: 


ried to an alien husband loses her right 
to vote both for Parliament and munici- 
palities, and she ceases to be eligible for 
election to these bodies. When a foreign 
woman marries a British subject that na- 
tionality is mposed on her whether she 
wishes to be naturalized or not. 


Rights in 
World Court 


Evening Transcript 


money by Con- 
gress as a contribu- 
tion to the World 
Court, except on 
conditions that will 
prevent its use to 
enforce a code of law containing inequali- 
ties based on sex, was opposed by mem- 
bers of the Westone! Woman’s Party be- 
fore the House Foreign Affairs Commit- 
tee. The hearing was on the resolution 
providing for an appropriation of $50,000 
for the World Court, and on an “equality 
amendment” which provides that “it 
shall first be shown to the satisfaction of 
the President that the code of law admin- 
istered by the World Court does not con- 
tain inequalities based on sex.” 


May 14, 1932. 
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“ON ews Born thé Field 


‘House Committee Hears 
THE United States com 
$50,000 to the World Court, that Court 
shall not administer a code of law on a 
lower plane than our national code. This, 
in effect, was the declaration made to the 


Foreign Affairs Committee of the House — 
of Representatives on the morning of May 


13 at a hearing over which Mrs. Stephen 
H. Pell of New York and Fort Ticonde- 
roga presided. Mrs. Pell is a member of 
the National Council of the Woman’s 
Party. 

The hearing was on the sina amend- 
ment to the Linthicum House Joint. Reso- 
lution. 


to the World Court. The equality amend- 
ment, sponsored by the Woman’s Party 
and introduced: by the Hon. Hamilton 
Fish, Jr. (New York), provides that if 
it be decided to mee the sum to the world 
Court, 

“it shall first be shown to the asia 

faction of the President that the 

code of law administered by the 
World Court does not contain in- 
equalities based on sex.” — 

Speakers for the Woman’s Party, be- 
sides Mrs. Pell, were Ruth Hale of New 
York, founder of the Lucy Stone League 
and digtrnian of the Journalists’ Council 
of the Woman’s Party; Iris Calderhead 
Walker (Mrs. John Brisben Walker) of 


New York, chairman of the Woman’s 


Party’s campaign for an equality reserva- 
tion to United States entrance to the 
World Court; Pauline F. Adams of Vir- 
ginia, chairman of the Norfolk Branch of 


The Linthicum resolution pro- | 
vides that the United States give $50,000 


the Woman’s Party; Mabel Van Dyke of 


the District of Columbia, chairman of the 


Young Women’s Council; Maud Youager — 


of California, Congressional chairman; 
Burnita Shelton Matthews of Mississippi, 
research chairman; Elsie Hull, State 
chairman for Connecticut and National 
Council member; and Lillian Dame Morey 
of Maryland, former legislative chairman 
of the Montgomery County Federation of 
Women’s Clubs, and recently president of 
the Montgomery County League of Wonm- 
en Voters: | 

Mrs. Pell also read the remarks which 
were to have been delivered by Rebekah 


Greathouse of New Jersey. Mrs. Great- 


house, Assistant United States District 
Attorney of the District of Columbia and 


chairman of the Lawyers’ Council of the 


Woman’s Party, a cousitr of Anne Mor- 
row Lindbergh, ieft for the Lindbergh 


home by aeroplane on the morning of the | 


hearing, Mrs. Pell explained, because of 
the tragic discovery of the Lindbergh 
baby’s death. 

Text of the remarks and commprcbensire 
extracts from the official minutes of the 
hearing will appear in RiecurTs 
uext week. 


The Way the Wind Blows 
E past week has seen much Woman’s 
purty ack 


conven i 
Michigs. 
Mildred 


over WOR ew York 
on Frida, afternoon, May 20, and Mrs. 


Harvey W. ‘Wiley over WE'BR in Balti- - 


more on the samé after’ a> beautiful 
garden dinner of the ang Women’s 
Council at _sadquarters On 
May 17; nightly at national 


headquarters of the Married Women’s 
Committee. of the Government Workers’ 
Council, fighting hard against any at-— 


tempt to legislate women out of jobs on 
account of marriage; and intensification 


of plans for the Woman’s Party campaign — 


to secure Equal Rights planks in both 
Democratic and Republican Party lat 
forms next month in Chicago. 


London Branch Holds 

Ta meeting of the London Commit-. 

‘tee of the National Woman’s Party 
on the 15th of April, the chairman, Betty 


Gram Swing, reported in detail her ex- 
periencés working in Geneva with Alice .. 


Paul at the meeting of the Council of the 
League of Nations in March. : 

She also reported upon the activities ie 
the National Woman’s Party in the 


United States, and it was unanimously 
agreed to cable the President urging him 


to lend his influence on the 
equality reservation. oe 

A cable was sent to J. Hamil. 
ton Lewis of Illinois; thanking him for 
introducing the equality reservation to 
United States entrance to the World 
Court. 

A telegram was sent to Mr, 
just before his departure from Geneva to 
the United States, laying the importance 
of the equality reservation before him 
and reminding him of the world impor- 
tance to women of his support. 

The London Committee again met the 


following week at the American Women’s 


Club, when a letter was drafted to be 
sent. to Alice Paul in Geneva thanking 
her fo: her magnificent campaign and 
her splendid service to women of all na- 
tions in her indomitable fight for the 


recognition of Equal Rights in the codi- 


fication of international law. 


TWO MILLION DOLLAR FUND 
Treasurer’s Report 
Laura Berrian, Treasurer 
R. E. Haycock, Auditor 


ECEIPTS coliected by National Head- 
quarters, December 7, 1912, to Feb- 
ruary 29, 1932, $1,890,928.82. | 
Contributions, membership and cther 
receipts, March 1 to 31, 1932: 


Miss Ellen ©. Abbott, N. Y........ $10.0 
Mrs. Nina Allender, D. 1:00 


Dr, Winifréd Ashby, D. ¢... 


Mins Jessie M. Car@on, N. 2.00 
Mrs. Dwight Clark, 6-30.02 
Mrs. Estelle Curl, D. _ 1.06 
Mrs. Isaac H. Dixon, 5.00 
Miss Florence A. Dood, D, C... 
Mrs. Eunice Gregory Dyson, 2.06 
Mrs. Dorothy Duma, VO. 3.00 
Miss Maude M. ‘Gillette, N. 15.00 
Mrs. Pinckney Estes Glantaberg, 
Mrs, Bertha H. Hammett; D. 1.00 
Miss Margaret Hagan,. D. °C. 1.00 
Miss Mary T. Hayden, Md................ 
Mrs. Mareatet A. Hayden, 1.00 
Miss Mabel M. Hodgin, D. 
Mrs. Donald R. Hooker, Md.......... 1.00 
Mrs, George D. Hopkins, D. 1.00 
Miss Sheldon Jackson, D. 5.00 
Mrs. Agnes M. Jenks, N. Y.............. 1,09 
Mrs. William Kent, Calif... livkkdemsesaieshia 100.00 
Miss Mabel Law, D. C 5.00 
1.00 
Miss Mana Lee, P. R.............. 10.75 
Miss Munita Munoz Lee, P. 1.09 
Miss Roselle Lee, D. 1.00 
Mrs. Caroline A. Lioyd, Paris 10.06 
Miss Alma Lutz, Mass........... 
Mraz J. Magee, Ci ees 4.00 
Mrs. Angue McDonald, Okla... 3.00 
Miss Esther B. McLaughlin ¥ 1.00 
Mrs. Lillian Dame Morey, D. -C.....sesse0.0-..... 5.00 
Miss Elizabeth Payne, D. 
Miss Doris Stevens, D. es 11.06 
Mrs. Jane Norman Smith, N. 1,06 
Miss Aline Solomons, D. 2.00 
Miss Annabel Mayo Smith, D. 
Miss Geraldine C: Toome mey.. 1.00 
Mrs. Arthur D. Vartell, D. 1.00 
Mrs. Caroline Shell Weber, 1.60 
Mrs, Lauta M. Wight, D. 1.00 
Miss Lizabeth Wiley, Wyoming....... 3.00 
Mrs. Mary M. Willis, D. C... 
Mrs. Stuart B, Womeldorph, 1.00 
Miss Sophie Young, 1.00 
Miss Maud Younger, D. 1,00 


Headquarters share of dues for following 


members, District. of Columbia Branch 
excess of. cents. kept by 
Mrs. E. E. Fowler... 25 
Miss Julia Benton ‘Nopkins... 25 
Bite, 
Headquarters share of dues for following 
_ members, Maryland Branch (all in ex- 
cess of a5 cents kent by 
Miss Aldythe G. Allen....... 25 
Mrs. James W. Beall........... 20 
Dr. Grace Hadley ad 
Mrs. Louis K. Gutinan............... 25 
Mrs. Donald R. Hooker...................... 
Miss Florence Elizabeth Kennard. 
Miss Elizabeth 25 
Dare. Laure 25 
Room rent for month of Mareh.....................0 278.50 
Refund on televhone at. 6.59 
Per val hts Committee: 
Total receipts, March 1 to 31, 199@........$1,267.4! 


Total receipts, December 7, 1912, to 


DAY PRINTING COMPANY 


PUBLICATIONS AND BOOKS 


609 East Lombard Street 
Baltimore, Md. 
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